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The fituation of Dr. Franklin as Minifter from America f® 
France, fhould be taken into the chain of circumjbmces. The di. 
plomatic charader is of itfelf the narrowdl fphere cf fociety that 
man can ad in. It forbids intercourfe by a reciprocity of fuf* 
picion ; and a diplomatic is a fort of unconneded atom, continually 
repelling and repelled. But this was not the cafe with Dr. Frank- 
lin. He was not the diplomatic of a Court, but of MAN. His 
charader as a philofopher had been long eftablilhed, and his circle 
of Society in France was univerfal. 

Count Vergennes reiified for a confiderable time the publication 
in France of the American conftitutions, tranflated into the French 
language; but even in this he was obliged to give way to public 
"opinion, and a fort of propriety in admitting to appear what he 
had undertaken to defend. The American conftitutions were to 
liberty, what a grammar is to language : they define its parts of 
fpeech, and pradically conftrud them into fyntax. 

The peculiar fituation of the then Marquis de la Fayette is ' 
another link in the great chain. He ferved in America as an 
American officer under a commiffion of Congrefs, and by the uni- 
verfality of his acquaintance, was in clofe friendfhip with the civil 
government of America, as well as with the military line. He 
ipoke the language of the country, entered into the difeuffions on & 
the principles of government, and was always a welcome friend at • 
any eledion. 

When the war clofed, a vaft reinforcement to the paufe of Liberty - 
fpread itfelf over France, by the return of the French officers and 
foldierS- A knowledge of the pradice was then joined to the 
theory ; and all that was wanting to give it real exiftence, was 
opportunity. Man cannot, properly fpeaking, make circumftances 
for his purpefe, but he always has it in his power to improve them t 
when they occur; and this was the cafe in France. 

M. Neckar was difplaced in May 1781 ; and by the ill manage- \ . 
ment of the finances afterwards, and particularly during the ex- 
travagant adminiflration of M. Calonne, the revenue of France, 
which was nearly twenty-four millions fterling per year, was be- 
come unequal to the expenditure, not becauie the revenue had 
decreafed, but bccaufe the expences had increafed : and this was 
the circumftance which the nation laid hold of to bring forward a 
revolution. The Englifh Minifter, Mr. Pitt, has frequently al- 
luded to the ftate of the French finances in his budgets, without 
underhand ing the fubjed. Had the French Parliaments been as 
reedy to regifler edids for new taxes, as an Englilh Parliament is 
to grant them, there had been no derangement in the finances, nor 
yet any revolution ; but this will better explain itfelf as I proceed. 

It will be necefiary here to fhew how taxes were formerly railed 
in France. The King, or rather the Court or Miniftry adiing 
under the ufe of that name, framed the edids for taxes at their 
own diferetion, and fent them to the Parliaments to be regiftered; 
for until they were regiftered by the Parliaments, they were not 
operative. Difputes had long exifted between the Court and the 
Parliaments with jefped to the extent of the Parliament's authority 
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on this head. The Court infixed that the authority of Parliaments 
went n o farther than to remonftrate or fhew reafons againft the 
tax referving to itfelf the right of determining whether the reafons 
were well or ill-founded ; and in confequence thereof, either to 
withdraw the edid as a matter of choice, or to order it to be en- 
reHftered as a matter of authority. The Parliaments on their part 
infilled, that they had not only a right to remonftrate, but to 
rejed/and on this ground they were always fupported by the 

^g ut to return to the. order of my narrative — M. Calonne wanted 
money ; and as he knew the lkirdy difpofition of the Parliaments 
with refped to new taxes, he ingehioufly fought either to approach 
them by a more gentle means than that of dired authority, or to 
<ret over their heads by a manoeuvre : and, for tnis purpofe, he re- 
vived the projed cf aflembling a body of men from the feyeral 
provinces, under the flile of an “ Afieittbly of the Notables, or 
Men of Note, who met in 1.787, and who were either to recom- 
mend taxes to the Parliaments, or to ad as a Parliament themfelves. 
An Afifembly under this name had been called in 1617. 

As we are to view this as the firft pradical flep towards the re- 
volution, it will be proper to enter into fome particulars receding 
it. The AiTembly of the Notables has in fome places been miftaken 
for the States-General, but was wholly a different body ; the States- 
Genend being always by eledion. The perfons who compofed 
the AiTembly of the’ Notables were all nominated by the King, 
and confided of one hundred and forty members. But as M. 
Calonne could net depend upon a majority of this AiTembly in 
Ids favour, he very ingenioufly arranged them in fuch a manner 
as to make forty-four a majority of one hundred and forty: to 
effed this, he difpo'fed of them into feven feparate committees, 
of twenty members each. Every general question was to be de- 
cided, not by a majority of perfons, but by a majority of com- 
mittees; and as eleven votes would make a majority in a p com- 
mittee, and four committees a majority of feven, M. Calonne had 
good reafon to conclude, that as forty-four would determine any 
general queftion, he could not be out-voted. But all his plans de- 
ceived him, and in the event became his overthrow. 

The then Marquis de la Fayette was placed in the fecond com- 
mittee, of which Count d* Artois was prefident: and as money- 
matters was the objed, it naturally brought into view every cir- 
cumftance conneded with it. M. de la Fayette made a verbal 
charge againft Calonne, for felling crown-lands to the amount of 
two millions of livrc<q in a manner that appeared to be unknown 
to the King. The Count D 5 Artois (as if to intimidate, for the 
Baftille was then in being) alked the Marquis, if he would render 
the charge in writing ? He replied, that he would. — The Count 
D’ Artois did not demand it, but brought a mefifage from the King 
to that purport. M. de la Fayette then delivered in his charge in 
writing, to be given to the King, undertaking to fupport it. No 
farther proceedings were had upon this affair ; but M. Calonne was 
Toon after difmiffed by the King, and fet off to England. 







